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provisions were allowed to be brought in.1    He knew that by this means
he could ensure prompt compliance with his terms.
Khan Dauran having died on the day after the battle,2 the posts of
Commander-in-Chief and Paymaster-in-Chief which he had held, became
vacant. Under circumstances which it is unnecessary to describe here,3
the Nizamu'1-Mulk obtained the post of Mir Bakhshi (Paymaster-in-
chief), a position which Sa'adat Khan, it is said, had been hoping to obtain
himself. When Sa'adat Khan found that the Nizamu'1-Mulk had fore-
stalled him, he became beside himself with rage.4 In this state, he rushed
off to Nadir Shah and sought to undo the work of his successful rival
by inducing the Shah not to rest content with such a small indemnity
as that provided for in the treaty made with the Nizamu'1-Mulk. He
pointed out that, if the Shah were to march to Delhi, he would be able to
obtain an incalculable amount of gold, jewellery, and other valuables from
the Emperor's treasuries and from the houses of the nobles and merchants.6
Sa'adat Khan added : " There is now no one of note at the Imperial
Court except Asaf Jah, who is a trickster and a philosopher. If this
trickster is snared, everything will happen as your Majesty desires."'
Nadir showed pleasure at Sa'adat Khan's words and determined to follow
his advice.
After purposely waiting a few days, Nadir, on the 24th Dhu'l-Qa'da
(£th March), summoned the Nizamu'1-Mulk again, and ordered him to
request the Emperor to revisit the camp. The Nizamu'1-Mulk protested
that this procedure would not be in conformity with the treaty, but the
Shah, after saying that his purpose was not to abrogate the treaty or to
act to the detriment of the Emperor, insisted that a further interview was
necessary.7
The blockade of the Indian camp not having been relaxed, the lack of
food there had become so acute8 that the Nizamu'1-Mulk had no option but
1 T.N., p. 203; de Voulton, p. 230.
* There is much disagreement between the authorities as to the date of Khan Taiwan's death.
I have selected the 25th February, since that is the date given by Mirza Mahdi (T.N.,
p. 202), Ashub, Vol. II, p. 193, Anand Ram, fol. 170 (b), and Nadir himself (see Asiatick
Researches, Vol. X, p. 543.) Mirza Zaman (Fraser, p. 161) and Siyar give, respectively,
the 27th and 28th February.
•For these particulars, see Harcharan Das, fol. 88 (a), also Siyar, pp. 473-4 and Ashub, Vol. II,
pp. 275-276. The Ni?anval-Mulk also obtained the post of Anuru'l-Umara, and it is known
that Sa'adat Khan had had designs on that as well (see Siyar p. 474, and Dr. Srivastava,
op. at., p. 69).	* ™
 •	Syar, p. 474; Rustam 'All, fol. 286 (a).
>Styar, p. 474; Ashub, Vol. II, p. 278.
 •	Harcharan Das, fol. 88 (b).
1 Siyar, p. 474.
•Mirza Zaman (Fraser, p. 167); De Vonlton (p. 231) states that 4,000 Indian troops were killed
when faying to obtain provisions and fodder outside their camp. He adds that the scarcity
of food was such that " the measure of wheat and rice which used to cost the tenth part
of a. rupee was sold at ten rupees or 100 sous." See also Ashub, Vol. II, pp. 266-270.

